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B fiiietint'place I recognize it as a
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a: pa'iucithat the fall blue of public
objbo. inv«ti*stionanil inijuiry con-
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iacidenia to a fall ducasiion of in-1

Saaud communitiee. 1 iadorseand
S, jo tie principle of the utmost indi-

liberty of judgment about all men,

-poorer their station and career. The
ol private judgment is absolute in

mi American citizen. I find no fanlt
jar man for exercising it upon me

pfallest possible manner. I only de-

jmi that it shall be exercised upon me

, atkf and for the sake of truth. When-
exercised for any other purpose

da my other tplrii, perhaps it is all

ctrotieforthe man who so exercises it;
hire in that ca*» a right to respond.

Ikrecome hereto-night to reply to a

CUM OP CRITICISMS

btUrebeen made upon me during the

jttro rears. When I have fully stated
I have to say on any one of these

joji I inrite any msn, friend or enemy,

I potior question lie chooses concern-

that point. I am, of coarse, ad-
cmuf myself to all who are in the
afioee; bat there is one class of men

m I do not care to address.I mean

iho are glad to find me wrong.
vfao would be unwilling and grieved

0bo* that I am not wrong. That class
im I do not address with any hope of
jJupj any sentiment they may hold
gtorauiffnie. But there is a class into

hearts and minds, for the last
$!eto months at least, a series of re-

pud imisations against me have been
prtd. until they have come to think
£* there must he some truth in the
dv|H. I have great sympathy for that
cmolatn. They have been made to

there they formerly trusted, and
lantj bat one side, came to believe

iu no other. To that class 1 ad-
toff urielf with the utmost desire to
liTetheai know what I am and what my
pbiic life baa been, and to give them
ftttrer information I may possess on
a; pout touching that career.
ii 1 cue op stairs to-night a note was

^t atomy hind which haa led me to
ute 10 the first point what I did not in-
ml to notice until at a later stage of my
sarti la theyear ISfttI argued a case

supreme Court of the United States,
01 tie /act that T did so gave offense to a
rat duo; ?ood Republicans of the Nine-1

district. I refer to the case of
ttalodiana conspirators.

WWLB AND tfU-LIQAX,
a«t,nte arrested on !he charge o

mMh id prevent the eul.?tmetit of
«*» tow oor army, and with givta*
Kinmlott to the enemies ol the Union
fobmingi Herel organisation to resist
kGotimment. Those men were »'.
n*6itttheir homes In Indiana, tried y
.totrj coort and sentenced ^ death,i Prwident Lincoln commuted their

^^^hjaangbj
pw Cunt of tlm Uuitcd Stau ,M!en inl« iboat that time there had i. jonCact«i very considerable dlscub.

^awmitihe arbitrary conduct of »oin.
danSwra in carrying into civil ".
iniaiheiuiliiary Jurisdiction and rni I
law thin they were warranted by theSST, «d I had taken .trong
pw it Congress again"' ^e,"e'^¦Manpower in States not in rebel
Saittao, generally known that 1had
wrf.hu some of the more eiUeme
onovnpatty thoughtthemllitaryetortus might safely do. 1 ««iIraki be willing to argue the case ol
Maul Ullllgan before the SupremeCan. 1 .nitvereil that if the cal turns
«4e jostleeof those men being punlsn-m nil tot defend them Jn any wayrtum, lor 1 believed they deserved the
wtrtstpHnuhment; but that it the caae
tatd on the question a* to who has tne

Ctr to uy those men I believed that
iU no authority under the ComuM->tndlm ot the United SUtea to

UUi.-iUMsn ot Indiana not a^aoldler and»?*ti miliurv tribunal to hia home to
bjiadpnuUh bim. So important did l
i«iudthia principle in that exciting timetoto (mare ol Jbin country, that; withjy*!« open to the fa^t that I took a 'v ry
rn: political risk in defending, not Bowleaadfe^n.but the risht oi evepr citUen
¦ iciril community where war ianot ra¬
pt to be tried by the courta of the conn
&j,wd betore iuriea of his own land, an
w to be dragged away outfide of hia oweim to 1* tried by a military organ.too brought lrom a distance. 1 made tn,wnment now complained of. I belteyecH hiving put down the rebellionijj*^ia| Mkvnl liberty in thia countryowl invasion, we ought also to aave itoo our own recklessneae.

.Ihappen to have with me a copy of tn
vjament thtt I mule before the Supremfoan in the year 1800; and I dealre to aa^^ I (elt when I made that .HI0®®®^ 1 wis doing aa worthy a thing aa I na
«« done in my life, and I look back opoittivniuk, »iiti .« numk flfni^ATH uriue an

\.app«Ute.J lOUguvw ----

1 hive never even aeen Bowiea >HlC*"' 1 knew that they wart po<aadpn.**^*ly could not pay for tlialr d
Inn. | ,">u never promised and nev
meted uv compensation tor it,1 P«tit* expenie of Riming my own brief at
al .tinment. 1 t.-ever received any Mr
Pomionlorlt; I d.'d It in

1,'Utlb.li.t«l to be a mo«t 1». "
ptuntprinciple,notouly l°lJ" L.wa party, bat to the lJ>80^JlJ89Sut no part of our civil comma®
»w the military be exalted above u
nil authority, (.pplsuse;) botjhjtJ5jj«n. however ttnwsrthy, however p"'*> however disloyal to their ooonu*»U not be tried by any but a lawr
ant i* mm htd nroviu

by a civil court Now, I believe that all
over tbU land one of the great landmarks
of civilisation and civil liberty to the self-
restraining power of the American peo-
pie, curbing themselves end governing

le themselves by the limit of the (jivil law.
I remind you of the fact that the Supreme
Court unanimously sustained the position
I took in that argument There were some
differences as to the reasoning bv which
the court reached the result, but the ruling

* of the court was unanimous that the trial
had been unauthorized by law, and that
the men must therefore be released. That
did not release them, however, from the
right of the Government to try them in
the civil courts for the crimes with which

' they were charged. The note that I re-
ferred to as being handed to me Iwas that
I should explain now it was lhat I, a Re¬
publican and Representative, gave my
voice and whatever ability I posetwed as a

1 lawyer, to save. reebl conspirators from
i punishment My answer was, "Hang
i them! but bang them according to law,
[applause;] if you hang them otherwise
you commit murder." Now, If anyone
has any. question to ask on this subject I
shall be glad to hear it
[The speaker here paused, but there

came from the audience no response to the
request]Ibere are three other things which I
propose to discuss; two of them may hard¬
ly be said to refer to my public career, j
one of them directlv to my otllcial work. e
The first one I shall refer to is my alleged Q
connection with

TBS CREDIT MOBIL1KR. r

There is a large number of peopl$ in the ©

United States who use these words with- u

out any adequate idea of what they mean.

I have no doubt that a great many people
feel about it very much as the fish-woman w

at Billinspgate market felt when Sidney 01

Smith, the great humorist of England, oi

came along and began to talk with her. q
She answered back in a very saucy way, .

and he liually commenced to call her
mathematical names; he called her a par- 8*
allelogram, a hypotbenuse, a parrlleloplp- 0
edon, and other such terms, anil she s<
stood back aghast and said she never a
heard such a nasty talking man in her
life.never was abused so before. Now hi
people think they have said an enormous c<

thing when they say that somebody had M
something to do with the Credit Mobilier. pt
I ask your attention just for a few mo- di
ments to what that thing is, and in the Ad
next place to understand jtrecisely what C
it is that I am supposed uThave had to to
do with it. tb
me wemi mounter wm a uuruunuiuu

charted in i860 by the State of Pennsyl¬
vania, and authorized to build houses,
boy lanila, loan money, Ac. Nothing o(
conaequence waa done with that company
until the year 1867, when a number of
men bought up whatever atock there waa
n it and commenced to do very large bus¬
iness. In the winter of 1887 Mr. Train
came to me and ahowed me a liat of

nJSfi? t?' wSbacSber> 10 fltock of the
Credit Mobilier Company and aaked me
to subscribe $1,000. I sboald say there
were fifteen or twenty members of Con¬
gress on the list, and many more promi¬
nent basineas men. He *aid that the
company was going to bay lands along
the line of the Pacific Railroad at pUcd
where they thought cities and villages
would grow up and to develop them, and
he had no doubt that the growth of the

m«ke that investment
double itself io a very abort lime.
. TS,*.1J*?nU'Vlleiied *chem° the
Credit Mobilier Company had undertaken
.

'^at ^ there is any gentleman
in Warren who would feel any hesitancy
in buying, it would be because he didn't
believe lu the gro« th of the country
wbera the business waa to be done. That
atock waa offered to me aaa plain business
proposition, with no Intimatlou whatever
that it waa offered btcauso the aubacrlbera
wore membera of Congress, /or it waa
stored to many other people, and no bet¬
ter men lived tnau at leaat a large nnmber
of the gentlemen to whom it was offered
Some of them took It at once. Some men
are cautions about making an investment:
others are qnlck to determine. To none
of those men was any explanation made
that this Credit Mobilier Company was in
any way connected with ring of seven
men who owned the principal portion ol
the stock and who had contracted with
the directors of the Union Pacific road for
building six or seven hundred miles at an
extravagant price, largely above what the
work waa worih. That was a secret held
only by those seven men who owned the
principal portion of the alock. Jt is now
Understood that Mr. Oakes .Ames, who
was the ceuter ol the company of
eeven wan, aoncbt to gain the
friendship of flfiasn or twenty
prouiineut Congressmen with the
view of pioiectiog himself and the Pacific
Railroad against any Investigation which
might be made; but it was a necessary
Dart of his plan not to divulge tjjat pur¬
pose or In any way lo lutimite to tliem
that he might draw npon them for favors.
tang before any such purpose wss re-

aliiad, long before any pressure came up¬
on Mr. Ames, nioit of the men who had
been invited to purchase that atock and
either declined to purchase or hmJ pur-
abased and realized, or had purchased
and aold out. But in 1872, In the midat of
the Presidential campaign, an article waa

published in the public Journals charging
that sixteen prominent membera of Con¬
gress-Senators and Representative*.had
aold their votes for money or stock; that
they had accepted bribes. You remember
that I waa running lor Congresa in this
district at that time. When (hat news

.'tame J was away in the Kocky Mountains.
I came home and the first day after my ar¬

rival *' Washington I authorized to be
published a statement concerning what I
knew about .'he Oakes Ames business. A
great many people suppose' now and say,
and it has been repeated a hundred times
in this district, anil especially in this town
during the last two weeka, that Mr. Oar-
field hedged and denied any knowledge of
the Credit Mobilier business, until finally
the Investigation brought It out. I repeat
that immediately on my arrival in Weah-
ington I made a statement to the corres¬

pondent of the Cincinnati Oautlc, of which
the following is a copy:

"Washw.ito*, September 15, 1872.
"General Garfield, who haa just arrived

here from the Indian country, haa to-day
bad thefirat opportunity of seeing the
charges connecling his name with receiv¬
ing snares of the Credit Mobilier from
Oikea Atnes. He authorizes the state¬
ment that he never subscribed for a single
share of the stock, and that he never re¬

ceived or saw a share of it. Wben the
company wta flrit formed, George Francis
Train, then active in it, came to Washing¬
ton and exhibited a list of subscribers, of

. leading capitalists and some members of
Congress, to the stock of the company.
The subscription wss described as a pop-

t nlaroneofll.OOOcssb. Train urged Gen-
- eral Garfield to subscribe on two occasions,
I and each tltnehedeclined. Subsequently
I he waa again informed that the liat waa
- nearly completed, but that a .chance re-

t mained for him to subscribe, when he
t again declined, and to this day he has not

subscribed for or received any share ol
e stock or bond of the company.
e Now I wantmv audience to nnderstand
y that in the midst of that atorm and
it tempest of accusation, and only a little
d while before the election, I started it and
n let it go broadcast to the daily press, that

dwmjHhingabout the Credit
t- Mobilier; that I had on two occasions dis*
it cussed the matter; that I had taken it into
it consideration, and that finally I bad de-
>r dlnod t6 subscribe; that I never bad
e- owned or held a share; had never seen a

ir certificate ofthe stock. Now, I am not aak-
Id ing you at thlamomest to discuss thetruth
id of that statement, but only to sav that I
n- stated it long before there waa any inves-
of tigation talked of; that I never dodged or

n- evaded or denied having any knowledge
b- on the subject, tul at the first declared
y, plainly and finally what I did know about
ty It. .

he When Congress met, Speaker Blaine
«e and the reat or us whoae names were con-

:y, oerned in it, at once, on the first morning

a, of the session, demanded a committee ol
, investigation to go through with the whole

ed subject from beginning to end. 1 want
Me those gentlemen who talk abont Mr. Gar-
It Said being got after by oommlttte* of in

vestlgatlon to know tbat no investigation
Into toy public affair has been held To the
last three years in Washington tbat I have
not helped to organise and bring about
[Applause.]

tub commit"! or mramoAiios.
Now what was the investigation? You

will remember that before the investiga¬
tion bad gone far a feeling ol alarm and ex-

citemont swept over the whole country
that bad hardly been paralleled in Ameri¬
can history. Some men whose names
were connected with the charges of the
Credit Uobilier matter, shocked at the
terrible charge of bribery thrown at them,
In the hurry of the moment so far forgot
themselves as to give equivocal an-
iwera as to whether they knew anything
ibout the matter or not, and the impress-
Ion was made throughout the country that
nost ol tbem had deniedthat they knew
inythlng about It The fact was that the
»untry was settling down to the belief
bat tbe whole thing was a mere cam¬
paign slsndar and had no foundation in
act. Looking at the subject from
bis distance, I am inclined to
relieve that the impression left
ipon the American mind is that the faults .

if those who were charged with buying |
tock was not that they did anything ,
rrong in reference to the stock, but that t
iterwards they prevaricated, or lied about ,
t. Now, without discussing anybody t
ise, I call you to witness that I stated at ,
nee what 1 knew about it the first time t
but I knew the thing was going the jjunds of the newspapers. When the gommitlee of investigation came to make t,

P ii
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lere was one thing in that report to
hlch I personally look exception, and
oly one. I understand that a gentleman I
:cupled thin room a few nights ago who jntlertook to make the impression npon |
Ib audience that Mr. Garfield was found I (

liity ol some improper relation with the 11redit MobiUer. Let me read you a <

mtence or two from that report. I j>mmittee says:
"Concerning the raembera to whom be I
»d sold or offered to sell the stock, the
immlltee »» that they do not find that Jr. Ames, in his negotiation! with the I'
irsons above named, entered into any
ilHll of the relations between the Credit t
obilier Company and Dnlon Pacific '

jmpany, or gave them any tpBdfic in- P
rmation as to the amount ol dividends *
,ey would be likely to receive further IJan baa been already elated, via., that in
me cases he had guaranteed a profit of Jn ner cenU . . . They do not find «

to the members of the preeent House
.ve named that they were awar. of the «

iject of Mr. Ames, or that they had any
her purpose in taking this etock than to
ake a profitable inveetuient
iov have not been able to find that any
these members of Congreae have been
'acted in their official action in I
nsequense of interest iQ the Credit I
obilier stock. * They <lo not
,d that either of the above-named gen-
men in contracting with Mr. Ames had
y corrupt motive of purpose himself, ori aware Mr. Amea had any. Nor did
her of them suppose he waa gouty 01

y impropriety or even indelicacy in he- b
ming a purchaser of this stock. And
ally, 'that the committee find nothing t
the conduct' or motive of eitherr oI geae membere in taking thia stock, tha
lis for any recommendation of the com-
ttee of the House. (See pp. viiL ix. x.) I
In Mr. Ames' first testimony he names «

iteen members of Congress to whom he o

'ered the stock, and aays that eleven of o

in bonght it, bat he fleta Mr. GarfieldM
wn among the five who did not buy iU «

, aays:' Ue (Garfield) did not pay for w

ir receive it * * He never paid any .

,ney on that stock nor received money h-
account of it." Let me add that the «
t grant to the Union Pacific Railroad °

IS by the act ol July, 18M, andthat
kes Ames had nothing to do with the 1 tt
edit Mobiller till more than two yearn v

fhehpo'int on which X to°lc_exception to w
» report of the committee was this. The
jort held that Mr. Amea and Mr. Gar
Id did agree npon the purchase of the «

,ck and that Mr. Garfield received $829 U
account of it I insisted that the evi- X
nee did not warrant that contusion,d rose in my place in the House, and «

nounced that I should make that state- o

,nt sood before the American nubile, I«
at I hold myself responsible to 5.°"' P
¦ate that the committee was wrong, that
bough they charged me witfi no wrong,
ey still had made a mistake of fact, which
is aitainat tho evidence and an Injustice
me. Soon alter I published a,ptW
of twenty-eight pages, in wbloh l oare^llv and thoroughly reviewed all the ten-1
nnnp relating to me. I have now stood
fore the American people since the 8th
v of May, 1873, announcing that theflowing proposilions were proven con- tl
rning myati f: That I never agreed even I
,ni,« ih» stock of Mr. Ames; that I nev- t!
subscribed for it, never ilk) take it, nev- e

received any dividends from it. and was I
>varin any way made a beneficiary by d
Seven thousand coplee of that I

t have been distributed through the 11
nlted States- Almost every newspaper I
the United Htatw has had a copy maueu

It Every member of the Forty-second
snareae.Democrat and Republican
d aTpy, and there Is not known to me
man who having read my reviewhasde-

tKSSthl 'h^nnewspa^r review of it that denies the

ieefer-ifeS©5?.
Lld'fl answer had been received by the

fiSflffi " «"y'g'eSan Fn

A£ow the next thing 1 shall mention ia a

u«Uon purely of official conduct-and
aat U a subject which haa grownthread-
are in this community, and yet I(jealre
our attention to it for a few moments. I
Qfer to
T.I INCREASE OF OFFICIAL BALABIW,

ne vear and a half ago. First, what are

lie accusations concerning me?
There aro several cltisena in tbu town

,ho have signed their name, to statement.

a the newspapera during that ducu"'.|lAclarina that Mr. Garfield had committed
theft a robberv; that, to use the plain
taM word, he Was a thief, that any man^k±r^;Ml Uo'nVSirif.rticles it waajirgued in this wise:
Btaitlvt in my bank on a certain

SSSSns'sSSsisstin hui rocket ">

3&H"fevrrd^ihRl, and that It is not rlghtorm«n^ytoiie, even about Satan. X take it tor
granted that we are far enougbt past the
passion of that period to talk plainly on«l
coolly about the iuoreueof salaries.
Sow, in the first place, I say to-night

.bat I have said through all this tempest,
that for a Congress to increase .iteowti
nay and make it retroactive, ia not theft,Fsnot robbery, andyw do injusticetotbe
?Mith when you call it so. There »aSJfnd enough in which to denounce it
without .training the truth. Now if Con¬
gress cannot fix it. own aaiary, who can?
Th« Constitution of your country aaya, in
unmistakable

«n-SSK^SufaSrtained by law and Mid

«irv^elicate busineai in the beginning7.ronr fathers to make a law paying
money. They understood

iuwiloi0 oo*"'» SUt"

the queetion *m raised whether
it would not be better to put
a curb upon Congress in reference to their
own pay, and in several of the States sug¬
gestions were sent in. When the First
Congress met James Madison offered sev¬
enteen amendments to the Constitution,
and finally Congress voted to send twelve
of the proposed amendments to the conn-

try; one of them was this: "Wo law vary¬
ing the compensation of the Senators or

Representatives in Congress shall take ef¬
fect until an election has intervened." In
other word the First Congress proposed
that an amendment should be made to the
new Constitution that no Congress could
raise its own pay and make It retroactive.
That was sent to the States for their ratifi¬
cation. The State adopted ten of those
amendments. Two they rejected; and
this was one of the two. They said it
should not be in the Constitution. The
reason given for its rejection, by one of
the wisest men of that time, was this: "If
we adopt it, this may happen; one party
will go into power in a new Congress, but,
fast before the old Congress expires, the
defeated party may pass a law reducing
the pay of Congress to ten cents a day.'
It will never do thus to put one Con¬

gress into the power of another; it would
ue an engine of wrong and injustice. For
ills reason our fathers refused to put into
.he Constitution a clause that would pro-
rent batk pay. Now it will not do to say
hat a provision that has been dellbertely
ejected from the Constitution is virtually
here, and it will not do to say that it is
ust to call it theft and robbery for Con-
;ress to do what it has plainly the conBti-
utional right to do. I use the word right
n its legal sense.
Now take another step. I hold In my

isud here a record of all the changes of
ay that have been made since this gov-
rnment was founded, and in every case-
am not arguing now that it is right at
11,1 am only giving you a history of it.
a every single instance when Congress
as raised its pay it has raised it to take
fleet from the first day of the session of
tie Congress. Six times Congress has in-
reaaed its own pay, and every time it
ladethe pay retroactive. I say again,
am not arguing that this was right and
rqper; 1 am omv arguing that it was law-
if and constitutional to do it. In 1850 j
le pay was raised, and was made retroac- ,
ve, for a year anu four months, and the <
lember of Congress from this district t
trew the casting vote that made it a law. <
hat act raised the pay by a larger s
9r cent than the act of the last Con-
ess. Joshua R. Qiddings was the c
le hundredth man that voted j;
re. Ninety-nine voted no. Joshua H
. Giddings' vote the other way t
ould have turned the score against it ]
tiat vote gave back pay for a year and t
ur months. That vote gave Congress t
ne months' back pay for a time when c
embers would not iiave been entitled to t
lything whatever, because under the old c
w they were paid only during the sea- »,
an. What did this district do? Did it -j
.11 him a thief and a robber? A few ^
treks after that vote this district elected D
m to Congress for the tenth time. Have ,

e ethics of this world changed since ^
50? Would I be a thief and robber in q
73, if I had done what my predecessor ,i
d in 1856? In I860 the pay was raised; e
at time it was put in the appropriation ^
11, (a very important appropriation bill,) j
bill giving bounties to soldiers. It passed j,
rough the Senate and came to the g
ouse; there was a disagreement upon it 0
nator Sherman, of Ohio, had charge of
e bill in the Senate, and voted against \
e increase of pay every time when it w
me up on its own merits, but he was 0
tvoted. Finally it went to a committee j
conference, and he was made chairman q
the the Committee of Conference. The ynference report between the two Houses *

is made in favor of the hill. Mr. Slier- ,j
in brought in the report, saying when j,
brought it in that he had been opposed t]the increase of pay, but the Senate had f,erruled him. He voted for the confer-
ce report, voted for the final passage of J
e bill. That bill gave back pay for a A
ar and five months. Was John Sherman unounced as a thief and robber for that?
as Benjamin F. Wade called a thief and
bber?
At tnat time i was not cuairman 01 me

immittee, and had no other responsibility
lan that ol an individual Representative. '

voted against the increase of salary then;
t all stages I voted againBt the conference
3port, bat it paBsed through the House
n final vote by Jnst one majority. I don't
^member that anybody ever praised me, n
articalarly, for voting against that report,
od I never heard anybody blaming John n
herman for voting for it.
Now, in 1873, the conditions were ex-

ctly the reverse. I was chairman of the Jommittee that had charge of the great '

ppropriation bill. There was put upon ,

iiat bill sg*in?t By earnest protest a

reposition to increase salaries. I take it J
here is no one here who will deny that f i

rorked as earnestly as I could to prevent j
be puttidg of that increase upon the bill. vdid not work against it because it wss a
heft or robbery to put it on there; I work- <

d against it because I thought it was in*
scout, unbecoming, and in the highest [
lugree unwise and injudicious to in-
resse the salaries at that
ime. First, because they hail
>een increased in 1856, and in proportion ¦

« other salaries, Congressmen were paid
inough.paid more in proportion than
nost other officials were paid. Second, (
he glory of the Congress had been that (
t was bringing down tlie expenditures o ,
he Government from the highest level ol ,
vtir to the lowest level ol peace; and that
I we raised our own salaries, unless the
ise had been made before, it would be a

(
teyuote on which the whole tone of ex*

iravagance would be Bung. I believed,
loo, tfiat it wonld seriously injnre the Be-
publican party, and on that score I
[bought we ongnt to resist it I did all in
my power to prevent that provision being
added to the bill. I voted against it eigh¬
teen times. I spoke against it, but by a

very large vote fa the House, and a still
larger vote in the Senate, theaalary clause
wan put upon the bill. I was captain of
the ship, and this objectionable freight
had been put upon my deck. I had tried
to keep it off. What should I do? Burn
the ship? Sink her? Or, having washed
my hands of (be responsibility for that
part of the cargo I had tried to Keep off,
navigate her into port, and let those who
bad put this freight on be responsible for
it? Using that fijjure, that was the course
I thought it my duty to adopt. Now on
that matter I might have made an error
of judgment. I believed then and now
that if it bad been In my power to kill this
bill, and bad thus brought on an extra
session, I believe to-day, I say, had I been
able to do that, I should have been the
worst blamed man in the United Statea.
Why? During the long months ol the
extra session that would have followed,
with the evils which the country would
have felt by having its business disturbed
by Congress, and the uncertainties of the
result, men would have said all this has
come about because we did not have a

man at the head of the Committee on Ap¬
propriations with nerve enough and force
enough to carry his bill through by the
end of the session. The next time we
have a Congress we had better see if we
cannot get a man who will get his bills
tbrongh. Suppose I bad answered there
wss that salary increaae "That won't
do. You had ahown your band on the
salary question; von bad protested agaiust
it and you had done your duty. Then
they would have said, there were six or
seven sections in that bill empowering the
United States to bring the railroads before
the courts, and making tbem account for
their extravagance. They wonld have
said we have lost all thai by the loss of
this bill, and I wonid have bean charged
with acting in the interest of railroad cor¬

porations' and fighting to kill the bill for
that reason. Bat be tbst ae it may, fellow
cltiiens, 1 considered the two alternatives
aswellaalcould. I believed it would rouse

a storm of indignation and ill feeling
throughout the country U that increase ol
salary passed. 1 believed it wonld result
iin greater evili if the whole 'oiled, and an
extra session came od. For ft little while
I wee tempted to do what would rather be
pleasing than what would be beat in the
long run. 1 believe it required more roar

nge to vote aa I voted, than it wonld tr
I have voted the other way, but 1 reaolvei

to do what seemed to me right in the case,
let the cooseqaeDcee be what they would.
[Applause ] I may have made a mistake
io judgement; I blame no one for thinking
no, bnt I did what I thought wm the ten
bad of two courses. Mv consequent con¬

duct was consistent with my action on the
bill.

I did not myself parade the fact, but
more than a year ago the New York World
published a list, stating in chronological
order the Senators and Representatives
who covered their back pay into the Treas¬
ury. Myname u*u first on the Hit. [Applause.]
I appeal to the sense of justice of this

people whether they will tolerate this sort
of political warfare. It ha* been proven again
andagain thai Inever drew theback pay, never
taw a dollar of it, and took no action in refer¬
ence toil except to signan order on the Sergeant'
at-Arms to cover it into the general Treasury,
and this was done before the convention at War-
ren. 1 say more. Some of these men who
have been so long pursuing me have
known these facts for many months. Dur-
ing the stormy times of salary excitement
a citizen of this county wrote a letter to a
prominent official in the treasury of the
United States wanting to know whether
Mr. Garfield drew his pay or not, and re¬
ceived a very full and circumstantial reply
stating the facts. That letter is in tnis
town I sfcppose, to-day, but those who
have had possession ol it have been careful
never to show it. I have a copy of it here,
and if these men continue lying about it,
I will print it one of these days. [Sen¬
sation and great applause. Cries of "Let
us have that letter read now, General Gar¬
field."] I will not give the name of the
party. The name I have not to whom it
is addressed. <

[The audience here absolutely insisted
on having the letter read, some demand-
ing the name and all positively refusing i
to allow the speaker to proceed without <

reading the letter in justice to himself and t
for the information of the audience.]

"Tkbascky Department,
.. Washington, June 0,1873.

f,

"Dear Sib: Your letter written early in
May was forwarded to meat Youngstown,
where it could not be answered for want
af accurate data. When about to retura
to Washington I searched for that letter
but could not find it. My recollection of
is contents ia that you inquired m to the
.epayment into the Treasury by General
Sarfield of the additional compensation
lue bim as a member of the Forty-second
Jonereas, under the provisions of the
reneral appropriation act of March 3,18<3.
..The additional compensation due Gen-

>ral Garfield waa drawn by Mr. Ordway,
tergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre-
mntatives, and by him paid into the Treas-
iry as a miscellaneous revenue receipt-
Che money was drawn by Mr. Ordway on
he order of General Garfield. The prac-
ice of the Sergeant-at-Arms is to take Te-
ttipta from members in blank in anticipa-
ion of the dates at which they are to
>ecome due, and to pay their check on
dm by drawing the money from the
treasury on those receipts. In this way
ie is in a measure the bankers of the
aembers. General Garfield had signed
uch receipts month after month at the
leginning of the month, one of which was
illed upty Mr. Ordway and presented to
be Treasury. At that time I believeGen-
ral Garfield was out of the city, but I
isppened to know that as soon as the22d
,ay of March this written order was de-
vered to Mr. Ordway if he had not drawn
ny money from the Treasury on his ac-
ount to close the account without draw-
ag it, and if he had drawn it to return it
lr. Ordway then informed him that it
;as necessary for him to sign a specialrder on the Treasury if he wished il
rawn out aud covered in, otherwise Mr.
iarfield conld draw it any time within two
ears; wherenpon Mr. Garfield drew an
rder for $4,548, payable to the or-
erof Mr. Ordway, to be by*him covered
no the Treasury. This was presented to
he Treasurer and the money turned over
rom the appropriation account to the
eneral acconnt, so that no portion ol it a
ver left the Treasury at all. It waa simply &transfer from the appropriation account e(
j the general fuuds 01 the Treasury, pVery respectfully, ot"Robkbt W.Taylob." %]

lfurat!on?'»Vfiat was the date of Itae ad- [5
moment of Congrees? UGeneral Garfield. Congress adjourned .
n the 3d of March.

, ,a'
Question. What was the date of your tt

5 General Garfield. Tbe 22cl day of March Jjaa the date of my letter. a
A voice. Give us some of the DeUolyer j,

'General Garfield. We will take each ?
larticular thinij at the proper. time and tl
ilace. A note is handed me which I will ^
peak of in thiaconnection.lt is that dnr- b
. the debate Mr. Garfield answered a
luestion of Mr. Hibbard, of Jsew Hamp- \t
hire, who said, 'bow^bout this plunder? plow much plunder will it take oat of the 0
.'ressurv?' And that Mr. Garfield s ana- b
yer seemed to imply that. he dfdnot re- T¦ard it as plunder. I believe there has c
wen as much said on that Particular re- e
ily of mine in connection wito this salary ulusinesa as anything else that fa"1**1* aaid. Now I have already answered that 0
n the general remarks I have mide this uivening, namely, when a Democrat from t
¦Jew Hampshire rose in his place and put Q
i question to me, inquiring how much ,,
noney It would uke out of the Treuury r
I this salary act passed, and fotltln the ,
rln of saying how much plunder' It lfould Uke, I did not at first notice he (ised the word "plunder,'.' ?nd I answered t

t would take a million a ''alInd"''®. tif the Treasury. Then Mr. iJawea rose tind said, "Did my friend fromOhio notice ,
he word 'plunder?' Does be acknow ,sdae this to be'plunder?' I then said. [.jfo, I don't twknow'edi!e'hatthi»l» (

lh'taking morfirhrUy'du^hKhis conscience, let him call it plunder if he

P'Sow, an attempt baa been made to make
it appear that Mr. Garfield approved tbe
salary act because he answered this manfhath" didn't regard it as robbery. I
snswer now, I do not rett.nl itas robUy.
*nNoDw*one"word moro before I leave this
nuration. 1 am glad tbe American people
rose up in Indignation against that salary
increaae. There were some unkind and
unjust things said by tbe people in helr
nnrUinff but they rose against it and re
bnked it with a power and might that haa
been of very great service to the country
during the last winter. It could not have
been repealed but for the rebuke of the
neoole, and I could not have led as I didFe^l in more than 120,000,000 reduction ofSit- rtnonies li I had not felt behind
me the weight' and help and reinforce¬ment of tbelndignation of the people in£i»,d to that salary increase. I aay ItU£an indecent thing to do. to Increase
thissalary thus, and it was a great conser-
vative thing for the people to (To to demand
iiVreoeal- and it was repealed. But let
a, indiscussing it, deal with the subject
according to the truth. I now pause to
inquire if any S«ntleMn tV-rMnJYhShi any "k. iU.v

[The
speaker here pauaed. but no nueationaK ssked, proceeded aa follows:] IfnoH pass to the subject my friend over
vonder has aeemed to be so anxious I
should get to belore I finish the last, and
here I approach a question that in one
sense is not a question at ai , and in an-"®S'r .an«e it may be. I understand that
several persons in the district are sayingfhlt Mr Gatfiold has taken a fee for a so-
called law opinion, but which, in fact, wasSomething he ought not to have done-
wbich was In reality a kind of fee lor bis
cfflcisl lnlluence aa a member of the Com¬
mittee on Appropriations; or. to speak
m. fplJolvfthat I accepted pay for aSriice as a kind of bribe, and that, too, in

THJt BO-CALLXU DB OOLYBB PaYIMST.

Now, 1 have tried to state that in
the broadest way, with the broadeet
point forward. I ask the atten-
Hnn of this audisnce for a few momenta to
the testimony. I» the first place, I rant

) the andience to nnderatand that the city
. 0l Washington is governed,and haaal-
, ways been governed so far aa its own im-
i provementa are concerned, by iliown laws

and It* own peonle, Joatu much u Wti
run bM been governed by ita own corn
rate lawa and authority. I remembe
perfectly well what baa been parade
In the papers to moch oI late thi
Congress baa fall power to legit!ate ove
the District of Columbia. Well, Congres
baa fall 'jurisdiction over what is not
called the District of Colombia, and Con
greas could, I suppose, make all the polio
regulations for the city of Washington
but Congress always allowed the cltv o

Washington to have their city council, o
a legialature. until the present time. Wi
have abollahed it, because we had a cum
broue machine. In the year 1871 a lav
was passed by Congress creating the boarc
of public worka, appointing a governor
and creating a legislature for the District
of Columbia. That act stated what th<
board of public worka could do and wbal
the other brancbeaof the Olatrict govern
mentconlddo; and among other things,
it empowered the legislature to levy taxel
to make improvements on the streets. The
legislature met the board of public works,
laid before them an elaborate plan for im.
proving the streets of Washington, a plan
amounting to six million dollars in the
first place, and the legislature adopted the
plan and provided that one-third of the
entire cost of carrying oat that plan ahould
be raised by assessing the front foot on the
property holders, and theothertwo-tbirds
sbonld be paid by money to be borrowed
by the city government; in other words
by the Issuing of tbelr bonds. The city
government of Washington borrowed
money and raised by special taxation
enough to carry on a vast system of im¬
provement. When they got ready to exe¬
cute their plan one of the questions that
same before them waa, what kind of pave¬
ment shall we put in, and In what way
¦hall we go about the busineaa of letting
>ur paving contiacta? In order to settle
hat question they wrote to all the prlncl-
»I cities and found out all the methods
lursued by them and finally appointed
our leading officers of the army.Gen.
Humphreys, chief engineer; Gen. Meigs,
inartermaater-general; the Murgeon-gene-
al and General Babcock of the engineer
orps; and tboeefour men sat as an advls-
ng board, having power but merely to ad-
Ise. They took up all klnda of pavement
ver made; specimens were sent in; they
jolted over the whole, and as a result re-
ommended thia: "We recommend you
istead of letting this work be done by
be lowest bidder, with all the scheming
Itraw-blds' that may come in, to fix a
iriff of prices yoa will pay for different
Indaof pavement, and we recommend as
illowa; if yot) pat down concrete pave-
tent you had better say you will
ay so much per square yard
ir putting it down. We have looked the
ties all over and find that it is the proper
nount to pay; but for stone so ranch; for
.avel so much; for aaphaltum so much;
id for wood so much." Now, that board
public works adopted t lie plan and tbat
ibedule of prices, and having elected if
ley put those variouskinda of pavements
iwn, they would put them down at tbat
ite, they then said to all comers "bring
your various kinds of pavements and
low us their merits, and when we have
tamined them we will act." *

xueu ujtj vnriuuu paving companies anu «

ateutees all over the country who had i
bat they called good pavements, pre- c
inted themselves; hut in almost all caaea c

f their attorneys. They sent men there t
represent the relative merits of the a

ivements. A pavement company in t
hlcago employed Mr. Parsons, of Cleve- t

,nd, as early as the month of April, 1872. 1
go before the board of public worka and c

reaent the merita of their pavements. Mr. 1
arsons had nothing whatever to do with i
le question of prices; they had already (
sen settled in advance by the board. Mr. *

arsons was marshal of the Supreme f
ourt at that time, and was just about (
inning for Congress. He asked the
hief Justice of the United States whether *

lere was any impropriety in his taking *
tat cue up and arguing it, merely be- 1
lusehe was an appointee and under his c

irection, and the Chief Justice respond- i
i: ''There was none in the world. He 1
roceeded with the caae until the 8th day
[June, when for the firet time I heard «

nything about it. Thi8 waa two days be-
ire the adjournment qf Congress. On
lat day Mr. Persona came to me and aaid {
> me he had an important caae; he had (
orked a good while on it but waa called 1

way. He must leave. He did not want |
> lose hia fee in it.was likely to lose it 1
nless the work was completed; he muat 1

o at any rate. He asked me if I would '

rgue the caae for him; if I would exam- '
le into the merits of this pavement and '

take a statement of it before the board,
said, "I will do it if I, on examination, ?
nd the patent what it purports to be.
ie beat wood pavement patent there is,
ut I can't do it until after Congress ad-
>urns." Congreas adjourned two days
iter; the papers were sent to me of
atents, modeled specimens, and docu-
ientB showing where the pavement had
een used were forwarded to me. The in-
estimation of the patents and the
hemical analysis representing all the
lementa of the pavement was a laborious
lak and I worked at it as faithfully aa
nything I ever worked at. I did it in
pen daylight. X have never been able to
mderstand how anvbody has seen any-
bing in that on which to base an attack
n me. I aay I am to-day intellectually
?capable of understanding the track of a
uan s mind who sees in this any ground
or attacking me. I made the argument;
here were two patenta contained in that
lavement itaelf; there were some forty
liferent woo4 pavementa proposed, and
0 carefully and analytically examine all
he relative merits of those waa no small
vork. Mr. Parsons waa to get a fee pro-
riding he was successful, and rfot any if
ie was not successful, and hence the sum
iflered was large.a contingent fee, as
ivery lawyer knows.
Now, I understand that 1t is said bv

wrae of these gentlemen that that wan in
tome way orother connected with the Uni-
ed States Treasury. How? That pavement
vas to be paid for by the city .of Washing-
on, one-tnird of tt assecsed directly on
;he property holders, and paid for just as

iron pay for a pavement here in Warren,
ind the rest was to be paid by the city of
Washington in money that it borrowed
ind for which the citizens are ultimately
to be taxed to pay. But I was chairman
af the Commltte cn Appropriations, you
lay, and the Houae of Representatives ap¬
propriated money for the District of Co¬
lumbia. How? Whenever a pavement
Dn any given street is laid in front of the
United States Poet Office, or the Patent
Office or Treasury, the Government of the
United States, as a mere matter of decent
justice, paid its proper proportion in front
of its own buildings as any other property
holder would do, and that waB all. What¬
ever waa the legitimate, proper chare of
the United States to pay it paid. Now
does anybody see in what possible way
that fact made it in any way improper for
me to practice my profession in a location
where I was not needed in the public ser¬
vice?
But some one says "the pavement was

a bad one; it was a swindle." Who told
you that? Why, a man that went to
Washington to testify, and that bad a dif¬
ferent pavement of bis own; be waa glad
to say that the De Golyer pavement was
a bad one. Now, I want you to under¬
stand, fellow citisens, that of the one hun¬
dred and fifty miles of pavement In the
city of Washington, fifty-three miles of It
only are wooden pavementa, and of the
fifty-three miles of wooden pavement laid
in Washington, there were 80,000 square
yarda of it only of the De Golyer pave¬
ment There are 150.000 square yarda of
wooden pavement laid in Washington,
and eighty thousand of it only
were of this patent. There are
ten or twelve different kinds of wooden
pavement in Washington, and only one
twelfth of it is of thiskind and tho price ol
this pavement was fixed by a board of en
gineers before Mr. Parsons or I had t
word to say on the subject. It was onlj
just a question which of the two or thre«
or ten pavementa will you adopt; and
am here to-day to affirm that it ia the bea
wood pavement that waa ever laid. Now
I do not believe much in wooden pave
ments as compared with concreto or somi
other forma of pavementa, and this boart
of engineers recommended concrete it

preference to wood. But what were thi

- tacts? There were thirty-two different
f- streets in Washington along which the
r people petitioned to have wooden pave-1 mtnt. They preferred wooden pave-JSfBt Itwascheapertbantheaephaltam.r '"V **nt*d wood pavement, end the
s American people generally believe in
' ,1. Pavement; tnd the question wu If
- tune people want the wood pavement and
s are determined to have it, which pave¬ment ahall we give them, the beet or notttie beet
r Now, I have before me here what I had
) when I made the argument, certificatesfrom Chicago, St. Louis, San Francisco,and all other cities where the pavement
was made, that it stood better than anywood pavement that had ever been laid,and id the report of this c mmittee of in-
vestigation in Washington a letter was re¬
ceived from the board of pablic works of
Chicago, dated October 31, 1874, in these
words: "Since I860 there have been laid
here in Chicago 160,000 square yards of
the De Golyer pavement, and thus far it
stands well and is in good condition."
There is twice as much of that pavement
in Chicago to-day au there is in Washing¬
ton.
Now, I will tell yon another fact about

it The testimony before this committee
discloses the following: <(That in the
city of New York they paid S5 50 to $0 50
per square yard; in the city of Brooklyn
they paid $5 per square yard, and in the
city of Baltimore, for putting down Nich¬
olson pavement (which is not so expen¬sive), they paid $i per square yard."Now all the De Golyer pavementmtdown in Waahington was put down at
$3. 50 per square yard under this tariff
of prices fixed by the Board of Public
works upon the recommendation of the
Board of Engineers. Well, now, fellow
citizens, who has raised this storm of criti-
cism about the De Golyer pavement?Who? Early last winter several of us
came to the conclusion that the Board of
Public Works was an expensive machine;that it was costing the city of Waahington <
too much; that it was overloading them
with taxes, and that we were bound to paytoo much money out of the Treasury to 1
keep up our end of the business. But we I
set on foot an inquiry into the cause of the t
large expenditure, and a committee of in- 1
rwtigutioa was appointed, and they have «
published some 1,900 pages of a report 1
They have gone over the whole ground 1
of the doings of the Board of Public c
Works and the city government; and as a *
result of it we have abolished that form of a
government and had the President appoint F
commissioners, and he has appointed Gov- o
ernorDennison of our State as one of them,
to manage the affairs of the District of c
Uolumbia until winter. That committee «
af investigation went over the whole d
zround of this business in Washington, n
It was a committee that had Senator Thur- U
nan of this State on it for one; Judge q
fewett of Columbus, for another man, who
s now President of the Erie railroad, both ci
)f them Democrats of the strongest stamp, ct
We had on, from the House as chairman lc
>f that committee, Judge Wilson, of Indi-
ina, one of the strongest and ablest and tc
)est of our members, and they went over w
his ground most thoroughly and severely, w
dr. Parsons went before the committee oc
ind told them all he knew about this pave- q1
nent, and told them what he knew of its b
nerits, and told them he and I argued the b
lase. It was early in the session when he d
old them that. Now, what has been said ai
ibout that in Washington? Don't you ac
hink some of the one hundred Democrats o
vould have been exceedingly willing to »<
lit me a blow on the head if the had dis- »
»vered anvthingin that to find fault with ? il
fhe committee made its report in full, and h
lot only made no possible reflection on tl
ne, but when aaked about it said there ii
vas nothing whatever in thd case that re- le
lected in the slightest degree upon Mr. tl
Sarfleld. g
Now. in the midst of this tempest that a

vas raised In the Painesville tea-pot a few
veeks ago, the Hon. George W. Steele, of e:

Gainesville, wrote a letter to the chairman A
)f the committee who had charge of that si
nvestigatinn, and he wrote back the fol- ii
owingletter: u

"CoNNgRsyiiLB, I.vii., August 1,1874. f
'lion, ueorge W. Steele: t
"DbabSib: To the request for inform*- t

ion aa to whether or ooc the ection of [
jeneral Garfield in connection with the v
iffairs of the District of Columbia was the
subject of condemnation by the committee t
bat recently had those affairs under con-
jideratlon, I answer that it was not; nor was c
here in my opinion, any evidence that would f
late warranted any unfavorable criticism upon »
iw conduct. (
" The facta disclosed by the evidence, so t

rarasheis concerned, are briefly these: c
rhe Board of Public Works was consider- t
ng the question as to the kind of pave- v
tnenta that should be laid. There was a a
contest as to the respective merits of var- t
ious wooden pavements. Mr. Parsons r
represented, as attorney, the De Golyer & c
McClelland patent, and being called away ,
from Waahington about the time the hear- (
ing waa to be had before the Board of
Public Works on this subject, procured ,
General Garfield to appear before the ,
board in bis stead and argue the merits of ,
their patent. Thia he did, and this wai j
the wnole of his connection with the mat-
ter. It was not a question as to the kind
of contract that should be made, but as to
whether this particular pavement should
be laid. The criticism of the committee
was not upon the pavement in favor of
which General Garfield argued, but upon
the contract made in refereace to it; and
there was no evidence which would war¬
rant the conclusion that he had anyting to
do with the latter.
"Very respectfully, Ac.,

J. M. Wilson,"
Now, fellow-citizens, it la not pleasant

for ine to be reading things of that sort
concerning myself, that the man who had
charge of the investigation in the Dis¬
trict of Colombia, the man who wrote the
report on the part of the House, who was
the chairman of the committee, who knows
all tlie facta in regird to it, says there was
notblog whatever in the case that in the
slightest degree reflected on me. It is left
for the excessively virtnouB judge of the
probate court of Painesville, anil perhaps
the judge of the probate court of Trum¬
bull county, to discover that thia "De Gol¬
yer business" was a fearful business * on
i he part of General Garfield. [Tremen¬
dous applause ]

If there is any gentlemen in this hall
who baa atiy question to ask in regard to
the De Golyer pavement business I shall
tie glad to hear it.
Question. Was the appropriation for the

payments for the pavements made before
or after it was accepted by the board ?
General Garfield. I am very glad to an¬

swer that question. By the first act of the
Legislature of the Dlatrict of Columbia, no
contract was to be made, no work was to
be done except upon appropriations al¬
ready made. Congress had adjonrned.
The appropriations for the District of Col¬
umbia were made before I touched or had
anything to do with thia matter. It la
trne that the next year there were appro¬
priations made tor the District of Colum'
bla, but the appropriation that Congress
made never had anything to Bay about one

pavement or another. Congress knew no
more about the De Golyer pavement or

any other pavement than you in Warren
did. It simply mado the appropriation to
pay for paving in front of its own build¬
ings if it thought proper to do so, and that

'*Question by Dr. Smith. Why didn't you
make Dick (hie) upjnthe Twentieth (Wc)
up there give you *r,600 instead of $6,000?
General Garfield. 1 understand Mr. Par¬

sons waa retained by these parties in Chi¬
cago. and they paid bim a retaining fee of
$5 000 for his services whether he sucraed-
ed or not, and they were to pay him tlO,-
000 aa a contingent fee if he succeeded.
Mr Parsons bad done the bulk of the
work. He came to me saying there were

110,000 pending upon his succesa, ol which
be would pay half in case I made the ar¬

gument and waa successful. I suppose
that is a fair explanation. I understand
some gentlemen think that is a large fee;
well It is a large fee, but It waa nothing foi
thai. Either all that was done went foi

> nothing, or else it would be more. I don't
11 know mat those gentlemen! aaid it waa ¦

large fee when Judge Trumbull made an

argument before the Supreme Court and

received $10,000 oat of the United 8tat«i

Question. General Garfield, allow roe to
ask one question. What question of law
was submitted to yon in that ewe? Wm
it a question of law or a question of the
difference between the pavements?General Garfield. Tnere were questions
both of law and of merit. In the first
place there were forty-two different kinds
of pavements presented. If the Govern-
ment took one there might be a questionof conflicting patents.there might be a
patent lawsuit growing out of if, and I felt
it to be my first duty to inquire whether
the two patents that extend Into this pave¬
ment were valid patents that could prop¬erly be sustained. I made that examina¬
tion as the very first step I took in the
case. I understand that the Board of
Public Works said that they did not care
very much about that, on the groundthat they probably would not pay a roy¬alty in any case; but the fact was that the
contractor himself.the owner of the pat-,ent.regarded it as a valuable franchise,and the validity of the patent was to him
the first consideration.
Now, where there are forty patents or

nearly that concerned, it is ol some impor¬tance to know the relative validity of the
patents.
Question. Would it have made any dif¬

ference to the taxpayers of Washington, or
to the Government treasury, whether Mr.Parsons received five thousand or twentythousand dollars for his services?General Garfield. Well, I suppose not.
I never saw how it would.

If no further questions are to be asked I
will oonclade with a few general reflec¬
tions on the whole subject.
Nothing is more distasteful to ma than

to speak of iny own work.but this discus¬
sion has been made necessary by the per¬
sistent misrepresentations of those who
assail me.
During my long public service the rela¬

tion between the people of this district
and myself has been one of mutual confi¬
dence and independence. I have tried
to follow my own convidtiona of duty with
little regard to personal consequences, re¬
lying upon the intelligence and justice of
:he people for approval and support. I
Have sought to promote, not merely local
tnd class interests, but the general good of
he whole country, believing that therebycould honor the position I hold and the
Itstrict I represent. On the other hand
ny constituents have given me the great
upport of their strong and intelligent ap->roval. They have not always approved
ny judgment, nor-the wisdom of my pub¬ic acts. But they have sustained me be-
atue they knew I was earnestly following
ay convictions of duty, and because theylid not want a representative to be the
aere echo of the public voice, but an in-
diligent and independent judge of pahlic
uestions.
[Mr. Garfield then referred to some lo-

al movements and to the opposition of
artain politicians, and concluded as fol-
>ws:]
\^.Ton'1 *PP°»' 'rem tneso men

hU raen in tllB dtatrlct.to n,m
ho are in every wav as worthy anil every
ay aa capable as thev are to judge my
,,?Hi0t,r^°rdo1 ,h,Mlule to refer all in-

j j0*6, nobl° m<m »Uh whom I
jg*} d,uri0K my public life. They

ave worked with me as representatives
airing all these vears and know the cbar-
¦tor and qnallty o( my work. I hare
mght to make myself worthy of an hon-
rable fame among them, and have not
mght in vain. They have placed me in

l I,rge tra" »nd f«"pons-
,%*?2'? the present Congress I asain

old theOhajrmanshipofthecommittee of
le latcond 11 not the tl.st i nportance
i the House of Representative*. I fear.
;aaly appeal to the honorable members of
ie present Congress, and of all the Con-
ressesm wbichl have served, to say if
iyconduct has not been high and worthy
¦the very reverse of what these home en-
niea represent it to be. [Applause.!
.11 this time it has been a source of great
rength and confidence to know that here
i this district there baa been a strong,
lanly, intelligent constituency willing to
old up my hands and enable me more ef-
jctually to serve the country and honor
lem bv my service. While thin has been
ue a bitter few have loBg been doing all
i their power to depreciate my work and
reaken my support.
Mr. Wilkins. You are rising too fast*
aev are afraid of being eclipsed.
Mr. Garfield. In all this I have relied
pon the good sense and justice of the
eople to understand both niv motives and
3e motives and efforts of my enemies,
'n some questions of public policy there
ave been differences between some of mv
onatituents and myself. For instance, on
ae currency question, I have followed
'bat seemed to me to be the line of truth
nd duty, and in that course I believe that
Oe majority of the people of this district
ow concur. Whether right or wrong in
pinions of this sort, I believed it to be
ay duty to act independently and in so-
ordance with the best light I oould find.
Fellow citizens, I believe I have done

ay country and you some service, and
be only way I can still mntinne thna to
erve you is by *njoylng in a ria ona-
>le degreeyour confidence and support. I
jm very grateful for the expression of con-
Idenoe which you have again given me by
ihooeing me a seventh time as your candi-
late. It was an expression which I have
eason to believe was the result of your
leliberate judgment, baaed on a full
tnoweled^e of my record; and is all the
nore precious to me because it came alter
)ne of those Btorms of public feeling which
wmetimea sweeps away the work of a life-
lime.
And now, In conclusion, if there «n.

luaitlon or anything I have dlucuaaed or
hatl have not ilincuased, which any gen¬
tleman desires to propoonii, I shall h»
very glad to hear It. [Tbe .pe'aker p.u^°
bat no questions botog a»ked, closed hia
remarks aa follows:] f thank the an-
dlenre (or the very patient attention with
which they have honored me. TAd-
plause]
The Republican Congressional Commit¬

tee, in re-printing this speech, which waa
delivered by General Gar/leld in the (ace
ol hia constituents, when the charges were
fresh and public sentiment waa in tbe
highest degree exacting, call attention to
the (act that tbla speech waa circulated In
large quantities throughout that district;
that General Garfield was re-elected to

C^ngreaa from the Nineteenth district o(
?««.' 1 ,i' ,*Kn In l87°. *n<l i"
1878; and that in January, 1880, he waa
unanimoualy nominated by the Republi¬
can membera of the Lminlature of Ohio
(or the Senate of the United States, to
which he waa choaen by their unanimous
vote. Those persona who do not And in
theae (acta a sufficient Judgment upon
these petty and contemptible charges may
Snd satisfaction in the aubjoined atate-
menta:
letter or jodoe jirehiaii a. buck, cr
PENNSYLVANIA, If. S. ATTOIlNEV-aENERAI,
UNDER THE BCCHAXAN ADMINISTRATION.

PBiLADSLrniA, February 16,1873.
JTm. J. 0. Ulainf, Sptaktr of the Hotue'of

figpraeritatua:
My Dear ef»;-From the beginning of

the Investigation concerning Mr. Am«°a
use of Ue Credit MobllFer I m?v.
that General Garfield waa free fmT?
ail Jgullty connection wiih that
budneea. This opinion was (ounded not
merely on my confidence in his integrity,
but on some special knowledgement ol
hia caaa. I may have told you all about
it in conversation, but I (leeire now to re¬
peat it by way of reminder.

th?t wh»taver
General Garfield may have dona or for¬
borne todo he acted in piofound Ignorance
0
u: u D.5lare aot* ch*«cter of the thing

which Mr. Ames was proposing to sell.
He had not the slightest suspicion that he
w-aa to be taken into a ring organised for

Mm°!b^Mke wsa'in any
manner coouected with anything which
came, ore u Id come, within the iegialarive
jurisdiction of Congresa. The case against
taSs "ullL KmUr Wtllch *'<"'. "M»i-
In the wlnterof 1880.70 I told General

Garfield o< the (act that hia name waa oa


